ABSTRACT. This article investigates the spatial logic and different moments of place-making during the expansion of Mato Grosso's agribusiness frontier, in the southern section of the Brazilian Amazon. The analysis is informed by three conceptual concerns: the tensions between representation and experience, between humanist and class-based explanations, and between the intensity of place-making and place-framing. Empirical results from a qualitative case study (carried out between 2013--2015, when agribusiness was the undisputed locomotive of the Brazilian economy) demonstrate that socio-spatial changes in the last four decades evolved due to the complementary pressures and controversies of displacement (particularly in the 1970s--1980s) and replacement (in the 1990s--2000s), which eventually resulted in the widespread sense of misplacement due to accumulated inequalities and entrenched forms of socioeconomic exclusion. The principal conclusion found that the places dominated by agribusiness in Mato Grosso evolved around a totalizing spatial strategy that undermined alternative forms of production and livelihoods that do not fit in the exportoriented agricultural model.
<<A-HEAD>> PLACING MATO GROSSO'S AGRIBUSINESS FRONTIER
What has been the place of agribusiness in Brazilian development and how are places created in areas of fast agribusiness expansion? These questions not only animate the present analysis, but have profound implications for academic and policy debates, especially because agribusiness represents today the main economic sector of Brazil, a remarkable achievement considering that until the 1980s the country used to be a net food importer. Brazilian agribusiness means both large plantation farms and, to a lesser extent, food processing and trading companies; it is certainly not a monolithic entity, but fraught with internal tensions and multiple interests, which are nonetheless beyond the scope of the present study. The strength of Brazilian agribusiness is the combined result of technological innovation, institutional changes, and the association between public and private sectors, as residential and commercial places find themselves in the path of rapid agro-industrial development. That was particularly the case in the Brazilian state of Mato Grosso, located in the southern section of the Amazon region, where vast tracts of rainforest and savannah vegetation were converted, since the 1970s, into places dominated by export-oriented farming. Mato Grosso has one of the world's fastest expanding agribusiness economies and is currently the foremost national producer of soybean, cattle, sunflower, cotton, and maize production (IMEA 2016) .
Agribusiness activity is concentrated in the north of the state (see Figure 1 ), where roads, towns, and plantation farms have irreversibly jolted the exuberant natural scenery of the upper Teles Pires river basin. The river basin is mostly occupied by first-or secondgeneration farmers, rural workers, and commercial partners who largely depend for their survival on the productivity of soybean and its price in globalized markets.
Figure 1 about here different, more extensive, but also more inclusive geography, the next pages will deal with the dialectics between displacement-replacement, the pervasiveness of misplacement, and place-based prospects for the future. Before that, it is necessary to clarify our conceptual framework and consider three interpretative concerns that need clarification and will enlighten the analysis of place-based changes.
<<A-HEAD>> THREE MAIN INTERPRETATIVE ENTANGLEMENTS
There are at least three main interpretative entanglements that require specific attention ahead of our empirical analysis of place dynamics in the north of Mato Grosso. First, we need to acknowledge that, similar to other key geographical concepts, the meaning of place is fraught with ambiguity and openness, which cannot be entirely or definitely removed. In addition, the analytical relevance of place can only be properly appreciated in relation to other connected terms, such as scale, time, and, particularly, landscape. Both place and landscape are sociospatial constructs with no fixed boundaries and, to some extent, the two terms have similar connotations. Nonetheless, while place tends to be more often associated with the existential and particular, landscapes are normally related to the appearance of an area---its image and representation---or as a "way of seeing" the sociopolitical processes that shape the landscape (Cosgrove 1998) . "Landscape is a representation of place, and as such, it is the representation of a relatedness to place, a re-presentation of a mode of 'emplacement'" (Malpas 2011, 7) . Landscapes normally encapsulate places, at the same time that places disclose more visibly the politics of landscape features.
Taking an anthropological perspective, Júlia Carolino demonstrates the role of landscape perception, and its materiality, in the lived process of place-making (although she downplays slightly the materiality of places in favour of the supposed embodiment provided by landscapes) (2010) . Likewise, Tim Ingold argues---against spatial segmentations and human-society dichotomies---"the landscape is the world as it is known to those who dwell therein, who inhabit its places and journal along the paths connecting them" (2000, 193) .
Ingold emphasizes that the form of landscape appears detached from the immediate engagement of the agents, at the same time that makes more tangible the preconstituted social and political entities. Consequently, place-making can be seen as the endowment of locations with meaning through lived experiences, the circulation of narratives and spatialized interactions at different, interconnected scales (from local to national and global), whereas landscape processes are primarily focused on the interrelation between spatial features that are perceived according to the position of the observer and have a stronger representational character. The continuities between place and landscape are helpful here, because places in Mato Grosso are locations of intense meaning and interaction, at the same time that the evolution of places result in the highly emblematic and widely mentioned landscapes of agribusiness.
Second, there is still significant disagreement about the content and the ramifications of place dynamics. It is well known that the importance of place for critical human geography was greatly reinforced in the 1970s by the work of humanist scholars, who investigated the specific features of individual and group life. Humanist geographers insisted that places are not determined in advance, but are simultaneously performed, sensed, and represented. Yi-Fu Tuan underscored the importance of understanding people's behaviour, conditions, ideas, and feelings in relation to the intricacies of place-making (1976). Such agent-based and phenomenological interpretations were directly concerned with questions about consciousness, experience, and intentionality. Important is the "sense of place," as the affective ties between individuals, groups, and where they live (Johnston 1986 ). However, a few years later, in the 1980s, scholars associated with Marxist geography challenged the excessive focus on the local and the subjective by humanist colleagues. According to this group of authors, humanists tended romanticize people's attachment to places and underestimated issues such as inequality and political disputes. Places assume specific attributes under the capitalist mode of production, as capital is able to move quickly and cheaply from place to place, depending "upon the creation of fixed, secure and largely immobile social and physical infrastructures" (Harvey 2001, 332) . Therefore, place and space were considered inescapably conquered by capitalism and the two must be treated dialectically within an internally related framework that melts together specificities and generalities (Merrifield 1993 ).
Other authors have since then tried to reconcile these two theorizations of place, namely, the more individualistic, agency-centered and the class-based, structure-informed approaches. The synthetic argument is that both agency and structure are mutually constitutive and determine each other at different scales and places. The observer and what is observed are not detached, as suggested by some humanist approaches, but places are designated spaces infused with meanings and resulting from social practices and historicized work. While there is a global and globalized sense of places, the "global is in the local in the very process of the formation of the local" (Massey 1994, 120) . Consequently, grand narratives about place, and any other spatial formation, exert a highly negative influence, because they obscure the importance of gender, race, caste, and age differences and, as a result, lower the possibility for genuine political change (Massey 1993) . The complexity and variegatedness of places definitely require conceptions of abstract power complemented by the politics of everyday life, which should account for interpersonal relations, networks of subjectivity, and socioeconomic systems. Erik Swyngedouw adds that the politicization of place, as much as the dynamics of social change and the possibilities of political emancipation, are important elements of critical scholarship and have a role in the production of a truly humanising geography (1999) . Doreen Massey further argues that geographers need to advocate a "progressive sense of place" to people, that is, geographers have the moral obligation to show people that place-based actions and understandings make no sense without acknowledging all those things impinging on place from outside (1993) . This present study is certainly a concrete attempt to work within such "progressive" approach to place and placebased interactions at the frontier of agribusiness expansion.
The third interpretative entanglement is linked to the previous two points, but specifically related to the intensity of place change over time. In a situation of dramatic reconfiguration of the spatial order, as in the case of the advance of the agricultural frontier in Mato Grosso, the continuous phenomenon of place-making assumes a more intricate and, crucially, a more clear political character. These are periods when multiple spatial connections and ramifications across scales have to be rapidly negotiated---and are normally resisted all the way---which results in configurations of place that are both highly transitory and more subject to sociopolitical disputes. The intensity of such place transformations corresponds to an extraordinary mechanism of spatial change, which can be described as place-framing and during which political disputes become even more visible and play a more forceful role in socio-spatial dynamics. It is worth remembering that Erving Goffman (1974), quoted in Martin (2004) , defines "framing" as how individuals organise experiences or make sense of localized events. However, for the purpose of our analysis, place-framing refers to a concentrated, transient process of spatial transformation when the socioeconomic and biophysical features of the existing places are checked and swiftly modified. Latent or silent disagreements that were present during the longer process of place-making can likewise erupt and escalate during the more contested and unstable period of place-framing. The moments of place-framing are therefore critical, decisive phases when the fundamental pillars of the new spatial order are disputed by different groups and sectors, who try to influence the direction of place change according to their interests and the wider balance of power.
These three main interpretative connections only briefly discussed here---the tensions between representation and experience, between humanist and class-based explanations, and between the intensity of place-making and place-framing---will directly inform our analysis and help us to understand the spatial evolution of the agricultural frontier in Mato Grosso from the heuristic and highly illuminating perspective of place. We can easily accept that the proposed research had ambitious analytical goals and could have ramified into specific, separate assessments of each of those three tensions. Nonetheless, the aim was to articulate a single conceptual framework able to capture place-making as a multidimensional phenomenon---including lived experiences and symbolic representations---that both includes and excludes social groups according to economic, political, racial, and cultural differences and that has a historical evolution that is nonlinear, but oscillates between moments of more intense and more discrete transformation.
Before moving into the production ("invention") of places at the agricultural frontier of Mato Grosso, a few words on methods are necessary. The present discussion is based on longitudinal fieldwork in the Teles Pires (involving three main fieldtrips) between 2013 and 2015, which included the analysis of policy documents, twenty-eight semistructured interviews (to allow a comprehensive overview of the different sectors and until the responses started to repeat, indicating a level of "saturation"), informal discussions and walks in the fields with farmers, attendance of public meetings, and the analysis of secondary data.
Interviews with farmers in the Teles Pires area followed interviews with policymakers, NGO activists, private companies, research centers (such as Embrapa), and political leaders in the state capital, Cuiabá. With the help of local academics at the universities UFMT and UNEMAT (both in the Cuiabá and Sinop units), interviewees and informants were identified, initial contacts were set up, and the research then followed a snowball approach. The particular focus of the interviews was the evolution of the agriculture frontier and the Most new farmers came from the southern states and the majority acquired a piece of land of between 10 and 300 hectares (Santos 2011) . In that process, numerous new urban and rural places were produced due to the operation of private and public colonization companies and the mobilisation of social groups from different parts of the country.
The state of Mato Grosso, in particular, was the "paradise of private colonization"
projects (Oliveira 1989, 106) , which were established together with a smaller number of public colonization schemes, because of the great availability of land and the increased accessibility facilitated by heavy investments in public infrastructure. One of the most emblematic experiences was the formation of the municipality of Sinop---now the main urban settlement in the Teles Pires (130,000 inhabitants, estimated for 2015 by IBGE)---after the acquisition by a company of the same name [Colonizadora Sinop] of a property with 645,000
hectares, known as Gleba Celeste. The urban area of Sinop started in 1972 and the streets were named, ironically, after species of local trees, just as deforestation rapidly advanced.
The founder of Sinop, Ênio Pipino, famously declared that Gleba Celeste "was a green world, sleeping, in the loneliness of the Amazon" (in Souza 2006, 144) , and also that he was "planting civilisations" and creating a liveable Amazon by opening roads and clearing forests and jungles (Pipino 1982) . Colonization projects like Sinop were aggressively advertised to prospective farmers as an opportunity to restart their lives anew, in a clear mechanism of "place myth" that was necessary to overcome the negative stereotypes of the new frontier and the widespread images of isolation and hazard (Brannstrom and Neuman 2009, 125) .
The new places that started in the 1970s dramatically reshaped the original landscapes with savannah and forest. More important for the purpose of our discussion, it serves to demonstrate the difference between place---as the spatial result of particular experiences that are lived and performed, but also fraught with power disputes---and landscape: as the way of seeing and the general appearance of an area. Place change was directly affected by the official policymaking centered on the rapid and simultaneous transformation of urban and rural areas, particularly in private colonization schemes, according to the imperative of national security and regional development (as defined by the ruling military dictatorship). This was particularly evident in the municipality of Lucas do Rio Verde, which initially attracted 203 families of small farmers from the state of Rio Grande do Sul (Oliveira 2005 ); after a difficult beginning, just a minority of the original pioneers remained in Lucas do Rio Verde---less than 10 percent---while most lost their properties due to the operational adversities, unfulfilled promises, and accumulated debts (Oliveira 1989; Santos 1993 ). This experience vividly suggests that the process of displacement could not happen in isolation and, even as the existing features were being displaced, another key trend---replacement---was unfolding. Many of the families drawn to the agribusiness frontier were actually becoming redundant and had to swiftly adapt to a reality fraught with unexpected difficulties.
It became increasingly clear that land in the new places was no longer available to all newcomers. Less productive workers and decapitalized farmers were largely replaced by a small number of skilled machine operators (trained to cope with the rapid automatization and informatization of farming procedures) and by a small number of increasingly wealthy landowners in possession of vast rural properties (Mattei 1998) . The formation of such large farms, called latifundios, was a novelty in the region, where the majority of agriculture activities had been historically concentrated in small, subsistence farmsteads.
In this way, the same frontier that attracted migrants, as a seductive mirage and promise of a better life to most, began to replace the majority of those initially involved.
Those original farmers who found themselves in a cycle of debt had essentially three options:
find employment in the increasingly large agribusiness farms, try to receive a small plot in agrarian reform projects, or transfer their activity to a small farmstead near to the towns. The 
<<A-HEAD>> THE RESULTING SENSE OF DISPLACEMENT
The agribusiness sector in the Teles Pires produced urban and rural places of intense economic activity, but also fraught with differences, tensions, and unevenness. It was, and remains, a highly contested and disputed socio-spatial process in which the configuration of economy and society are still being shaped and are repeatedly affected by the instabilities of agricultural markets and public policies. Instead of simply place-making, what prevailed in the Teles Pires was the more politicized process of place-framing, which is demonstrated by the rapid rhythm of changes related to displacement and replacement pressures. The experience of place-framing was also associated with systematic efforts of legitimization and silent, but important, contestation. On the one hand, the high-tech agriculture practiced in the Teles Pires secured national and international prestige among agribusiness players and has been widely praised for its productivity, rationality, and entrepreneurialism. On the other, there are striking contrasts, for example, between wealthy urban areas and agribusiness farms on the one hand, and the poverty of urban peripheries and small family farms on the other.
Poverty is definitely not an easy concept, but the available statistics indicate that around onethird of the population in the cities of the agribusiness frontier suffer from the lack of adequate housing and basic public services (Frederico 2011) . Differences like that are typical of nouveau riche regions, particularly in Latin America, where the accelerated expansion of a lucrative economic sector benefits primarily those with monopoly power over land, resources, and markets. However, because of the distinctive origins and the turbulent advance of the agriculture frontier, it seems that there is more than just ostentation and socio-spatial inequality in the Teles Pires. The empirical evidence, primarily from documents, meetings, and interviews, suggests that despite signs of progress and opulence life in the Teles Pires remains in a state of great uncertainty and stiff constraints, particularly to small farmers living in-between large estates: "When rains we can see the 'veneno' [literally, 'poison', but actually meaning agrochemicals] coming down the river, destroying our waterbodies, and with the hydropower dams now it is only getting worse. It started with cattle, the cutting of trees, now soybean… These farmers don't care that we are seeing, that it is affecting our life… We could do more, but we need more things, more help [from the government]." [Sinop, small farmer, 29 March 2014] This interview extract exposes a situation in which many social groups are always "out of place" due to policies and measures that consolidate the agricultural frontier as narrow places of settlement and production (see Prout and Howitt 2009) . One main source of such socio-spatial volatility is the fact that, because of the political-economic crisis of agribusiness the early 1990s, the region was hastily and firmly inserted into the circuits of global agri-food markets and neoliberal economic reforms, including the privatization of roads and the growing funding of production by transnational corporations, instead of the traditional loans from public banks (Ioris 2015) . The regional economy is now largely embedded in transspatial flows and international networks through which power is exercised extraterritorially (see Amin 2004). Public and private life has been affected by those adjustments that, despite renovating the regional economy, reinforced the pattern of socioecological exploitation, vulnerability, and political subordination.
The intense periods of place-framing in the Teles Pires---in the 1970s--1980s, and then 1990s--2000s---were both based on a fundamental paradox between the presumption of progress and collective achievement, and the concealment of the fact that most social and Page 20 of 39 Geographical Review economic opportunities are increasingly restricted to a small number of residents. While agribusiness is ubiquitous, not as merely an economic activity, but as the holy grail of modernization and is formally available to all; in reality it is touched by a tiny minority of the population (large landowners and agro-industrial enterprises). It means that the alleged success of the places framed at the agricultural frontier is insufficient to conceal the mounting contradictions and tensions of what Beatriz Heredia and colleagues describe as the society of agribusiness (2010). As observed by an advisor of the agriculture federation FAMATO (which mainly represents the interests of large-scale farmers), "there is a lot of technology available today, but it is in the hands of only a few, the big [farmers]" (interview in December 2014). It also confirms the core notion, expressed in the first interpretative entanglement, that place is fraught with ambiguity, but it is at the same time the manifestation of historical and geographical particularisms. There are serious concerns in the Teles Pires with, among other issues, the long-term viability of soybean production, the risks of a very narrow economic base, the isolation of the region in relation to input suppliers and soybean buyers, and the hidden agenda of politicians and agribusiness leaders that seem to exclude the many people:
"We live because we are obstinate, because we occupy our space, but I am really concerned about the continuous difficulties. What kind of development is this that leaves us with only a tiny bit of space?" [peasant in an agrarian reform project, age forty-four, Sinop, December 2014] Comments like this suggest that several decades of the spatial dialectics of displacement and replacement actually resulted in a pervasive sentiment of misplacement.
Despite all the positive images transmitted daily in the local and national media, the economic success of the region seems misplaced, its future is ambiguous, and most of the population still struggle to reconcile being and belonging. The fact that misplacement is the Table 1 contains a synthesis of each phase of place-making (manifested in the Teles Pires primarily as periods of the intense phenomenon of place-framing), its main impacts and consequences. What existed before had to be violently displaced through the firm hand of the state and the involvement of a large number of impoverished farmers from the south of Brazil (and also some business enterprises in search of the easy, subsidised government incentives). The region was opened up to public and private colonization schemes and rent-seeking companies in an intense socio-spatial process boosted by the state through the construction of roads, airfields, storage facilities, and the growing expansion of urban settlements. Soon after the agricultural frontier was considered irreversible, there was an opportunity to accommodate the needs and aspirations of all those initially involved, which clearly reveals the entanglement between structure and agency shaping new places.
Although at first the aim was to occupy areas considered (or made) empty and cope with major structural deficiencies in the best way possible, since the 1980s the main driving-force has been to replace the promise of land for all and emphasise high-tech, efficient agribusiness production as the only way forward. Instead of making the world bigger, as Manoel wanted, place-framing in the region has been characterized by spatial compression through the accumulation of land and accelerated financialization of production, particularly under the sphere of influence of multinational corporations and private banks. Another factor is the growing hegemony of globalized agri-food systems, which has further reduced the socioeconomy, agri-food production, and interpersonal interactions to the narrow practices and distorted semiotics of agribusiness. Table 1 Acknowledgements:
This research was kindly supported by the Brazilian research council CAPES (through the Sciences without Borders programme, grant reference: PVE 055/2012). The author wishes to thank two anonymous referees for their detailed and constructive comments on previous versions of this paper, as well as colleagues and students at the Federal University of Mato Grosso (UFMT) and State University of Mato Grosso (UNEMAT). The author is particularly grateful to the farmers and residents of the study areas, policymakers, and private sector leaders, who generously contributed to the research with their time, knowledge, and support. 
